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- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )K Responsive to communication(s) filed on 03 November 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



This Office action is in response to Applicant's election filed on November 3, 
2003. Applicant elected claims 1-9 and 24 to be examined. Claims 10-23 and 25 are 
hereby withdrawn from consideration, since they are drawn to non-elected claims. 



Because of an apparent typographical error in claims 7 and 9, Examiner called 
Applicant's representative to inquire as to whether the claims were in fact numbered 
incorrectly. As filed, claim 7 depended from claim 10, and claim 9 depended from claim 
12. It was apparent from the claim language that claim 7 was intended to depend from 
claim 6, and claim 9 was intended to depend from claim 8. Applicant's representative 
confirmed this interpretation, and thus claims 7 and 9 have been examined in light of 
this mistake, as discussed below. 



The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded 
hyperlink and/or other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01 . Page 6, 
line 15 of the specification includes the hyperlink "http://www.cnn.com". 



Interview Summary 



Specification 
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Drawings 



The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a) because they fail to show 
Fig. 6A as described in the specification. On page 5, line 1 of the specification, the brief 
description of the drawings describes a "Fig. 6A." However, Examiner was unable to 
find any reference to Fig. 6A in either the detailed description of the invention or the 
figures themselves. Any structural detail that is essential for a proper understanding of 
the disclosed invention should be shown in the drawing. MPEP § 608.02(d). A 
proposed drawing correction, or corrected drawings, or amendment of the specification 
removing the reference to Fig. 6A is required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 



The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claim 3, 6, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. 

In considering claim 3, the phrase "the second driver is configured to web page 

request data" on line 4 is unclear and appears to be missing a verb. It appears that the 

phrase should read "the second driver is configured to send web page request data." 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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In considering claim 6, the phrase "such that access across the Internet are 
returned" on line 4 contains incorrect grammar. It appears that perhaps the phrase 
should read, "such that access requests across the Internet are returned." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Regarding claims 7 and 9, note that as filed, claim 7 depends from claim 10, and 
claim 9 depends from claim 12. This claim numbering appears to be incorrect, as both 
claim 7 and claim 9 lack sufficient antecedent basis (claim 7 mentions "the asymmetric 
satellite system of claim 10" but there is no "system" claimed in claim 10, while claim 9 
mentions "the asymmetric satellite based terminal device of claim 12" but there is no 
"terminal device" claimed in claim 12 or claim 10 from which claim 12 depends). Thus, 
as presently claimed, claims 7 and 9 lack sufficient antecedent basis. 

Examiner called Applicant's representative to clarify this matter, and Applicant's 
representative confirmed that claim 7 should have depended from claim 6, and claim 9 
should have depended from claim 8. Upon submission of a formal correction, this 35 
USC 112 second paragraph rejection will be withdrawn. Note that for the purposes of 
prior art rejections, Examiner has assumed that claim 7 depends from claim 6 and claim 
9 depends from claim 8, in concordance with Applicant's confirmation, and because no 
other interpretation would make sense. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,2,6, 8, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Dillon (U.S. Patent No. 6,571,296). 

In considering claim 1, Dillon discloses an asymmetric satellite based terminal 
device ("hybrid terminal") configured to receive Internet data from a satellite using a 
standard TCP/IP stack (col. 3, lines 5-17; col. 4, lines 20-25, "the described embodiment 
preferably operates with the SuperTCP TCP/IP package and, thus, uses a standard 
interface 212 between the TCP/IP software 210 and driver 1 14"). 

In considering claim 2, Dillon further discloses that the terminal device is a 
personal computer ("personal computer;" "hybrid terminal 110") having a modem 
("modem 190"), an expansion card based satellite receiver ("satellite receiver 180") and 
an operating system (inherent) including the standard TCP/IP stack (col. 3, line 45 - col. 
4, line 23), a first driver configured to access the expansion card based satellite receiver 
("satellite driver 220"), and a second driver configured to access the modem ("driver 
114") (col. 4, lines 10-14; col. 6, lines 26-34); 
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Wherein the first driver routes data from the satellite receiver card to the standard 
TCP/IP stack and the second driver routes data from the standard TCP/IP stack to the 
modem via the second driver, thereby enabling asymmetric satellite communication 
(col. 6, lines 26-34). 

In considering claim 6, as understood, Dillon discloses an asymmetric satellite 
system comprising a network operations center ("hybrid gateway 150"), an internet 
having a plurality of hosts ("application server 140"), and a terminal device ("hybrid 
terminal") located at a distance from the network operations center and configured to 
utilize an IP address belonging to the network operations center ("destination address 
corresponding to hybrid gateway 150") such that access requests across the Internet 
are returned to the network operations center (col. 5, lines 1-22; 48-50). 

In considering claim 8, Dillon discloses an asymmetric satellite based terminal 
device configured to utilize an IP address belonging to a network operations center (see 
explanation regarding claim 6 above). 

In considering claim 24, Dillon discloses a method comprising configuring an 
Internet service provider ("SLIP provider 130") to return data requested by users from 
resources which are connected to a first hop via terrestrial links ("request from hybrid 
terminal 1 10 is carried through the Internet 128 to application server 140") and to return 
data requested by the users from resources which are connected to a second hop via a 
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satellite link ("a response of application server 140 is carried back to the user at a hybrid 
terminal 1 10 via the satellite link"). See col. 4, lines 35-50. 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-5, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Dillon, in view of Butler et al. (U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0007493, 

hereinafter "Butler"). 

Note that for the purposes this rejection, Examiner has assumed that claim 7 
depends from claim 6 and claim 9 depends from claim 8, in concordance with 
Applicant's confirmation, and because no other interpretation would make sense. 

In considering claim 3, as understood, Dillon further discloses a network 
operations center ("hybrid gateway 150") located at a distance from the terminal device, 
and an internet having a plurality of remote hosts ("application server 140") wherein the 
second driver is configured to send file request data to the remote hosts with a return 
address of the network operations center (col. 5, lines 1-22, "in driver 114... the IP 
packet is encapsulated... [t]he encapsulation adds... a destination address 
corresponding to hybrid gateway 150"). However, Dillon does not specifically describe 
that the requested data is web page data. Dillon describes that files (i.e. FTP) are 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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downloaded, but does not otherwise focus on the type of data requested. Nonetheless 
Dillon contemplates using the asymmetric terminal device for large downloads and high- 
speed transfers of information (see col. 1, lines 1-31), and the use of satellite links to 
download web page data is well known, as evidenced by Butler. In a similar art, Butler 
discloses a satellite distribution system for PCs, wherein users can request to and 
receive HTML data over the satellite network (Abstract). Thus, given the teaching of 
Butler, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the 
desirability and advantages of using the Dillon system to download web page data, so 
that system users can view large web pages in addition to downloading large files, and 
can thus gain access to the millions of pages of information available on the Web. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to include web page data for download, as 
taught by Butler, in the system taught by Dillon. 

In considering claim 4, Dillon further discloses that the operations center is 
configured to encapsulate data output to the terminal device from the network 
operations center (col. 5, lines 48-50). However, Dillon does not disclose that the data 
is MGEP-2 data. Dillon describes that files (i.e. FTP) are downloaded, but does not 
otherwise focus on the type of data requested. Nonetheless Dillon contemplates using 
the asymmetric terminal device for large downloads and high-speed transfers of 
information (see col. 1 , lines 1-31 ), and the use of satellite links to download MPEG-2 
data is well known, as evidenced by Butler. In a similar art, Butler discloses a satellite 
distribution system for PCs, wherein users can request to and receive MPEG-2 data 
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over the satellite network (Abstract; U [0015]). Thus, given the teaching of Butler, a 
person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
advantages of using the Dillon system to download MPEG-2 data, so that system users 
can view video in addition to downloading large files. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to include MPEG-2 data for download, as taught by Butler, in the system taught 
by Dillon. 

In considering claim 5, as discussed with regard to claim 3, Butler discloses 
downloading web pages in the satellite distribution system (Abstract). It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to include web page data for 
download, as taught by Butler, in the system taught by Dillon, so that a user could 
download large web pages in addition to FTP files, and can thus gain access to the 
millions of pages of information available on the Web. 

In considering claims 7and 9, Dillon further discloses that the terminal device is a 
personal computer ("personal computer;" "hybrid terminal 110") having a modem 
("modem 190"), an expansion card based satellite receiver ("satellite receiver 180") and 
an operating system (inherent) including the standard TCP/IP stack (col. 3, line 45 - col. 
4, line 23), and an application program for assigning the IP address as a return address 
of the terminal device (col. 4, lines 20-24, 35-45, wherein the terminal is assigned a 
satellite IP address for receiving responses), wherein the terminal device is configured 
to issue requests for files with a return address of the network operations center (col. 4, 
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lines 41-45; col. 5, lines 23-26, wherein the terminal is also assigned another IP 
address, which is used to access hybrid gateway 150). 

However, as previously stated, Dillon does not explicitly state that the system is 
used for downloading Web pages. Nonetheless, as discussed with regard to claim 3, 
Butler discloses downloading web pages in the satellite distribution system (Abstract). It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to include web page 
data for download, as taught by Butler, in the system taught by Dillon, so that a user 
could download large web pages in addition to FTP files, and can thus gain access to 
the millions of pages of information available on the Web. 

4. Claims 3-5, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dillon, in view of LaJoie et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,850,218, hereinafter "LaJoie"). 

Note that for the purposes this rejection, Examiner has assumed that claim 7 
depends from claim 6 and claim 9 depends from claim 8, in concordance with 
Applicant's confirmation, and because no other interpretation would make sense. 

In considering claim 3, as understood, Dillon further discloses a network 
operations center ("hybrid gateway 150") located at a distance from the terminal device, 
and an internet having a plurality of remote hosts ("application server 140") wherein the 
second driver is configured to send file request data to the remote hosts with a return 
address of the network operations center (col. 5, lines 1-22, "in driver 1 14... the IP 
packet is encapsulated... [t]he encapsulation adds... a destination address 
corresponding to hybrid gateway 150"). However, Dillon does not specifically describe 



Application/Control Number: 09/532,804 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2153 

that the requested data is web page data. Dillon describes that files (i.e. FTP) are 
downloaded, but does not otherwise focus on the type of data requested. Nonetheless 
Dillon contemplates using the asymmetric terminal device for large downloads and high- 
speed transfers of information (see col. 1 , lines 1-31 ), and the use of satellite links to 
download web page data is well known, as evidenced by LaJoie. In a similar art, LaJoie 
discloses a different satellite distribution system for set-top terminals, wherein web page 
data is downloaded via a satellite link according to a user request (Abstract). Thus, 
given the teaching of LaJoie, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have readily 
recognized the desirability and advantages of using the Dillon system to download web 
page data, so that system users can view large web pages in addition to downloading 
large files, and can thus gain access to the millions of pages of information available on 
the Web. Therefore, it would have been obvious to include web page data for 
download, as taught by LaJoie, in the system taught by Dillon. 

In considering claim 4, Dillon further discloses that the operations center is 
configured to encapsulate data output to the terminal device from the network 
operations center (col. 5, lines 48-50). However, Dillon does not disclose that the data 
is MGEP-2 data. Dillon describes that files (i.e. FTP) are downloaded, but does not 
otherwise focus on the type of data requested. Nonetheless Dillon contemplates using 
the asymmetric terminal device for large downloads and high-speed transfers of 
information (see col. 1, lines 1-31), and the use of satellite links to download MPEG-2 
data is well known, as evidenced by LaJoie. In a similar art, LaJoie discloses a different 
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satellite distribution system for set-top terminals, wherein MPEG-2 data is downloaded 
via a satellite link according to a user request (Abstract; col. 1 1 , lines 20-35). Thus, 
given the teaching of either LaJoie, a person having ordinary skill in the art would have 
readily recognized the desirability and advantages of using the Dillon system to 
download MPEG-2 data, so that system users can view video in addition to 
downloading large files. Therefore, it would have been obvious to include MPEG-2 data 
for download, as taught by LaJoie, in the system taught by Dillon. 

In considering claim 5, as discussed with regard to claim 3, LaJoie discloses 
downloading web pages in the satellite distribution system (Abstract). It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to include web page data for 
download, as taught by LaJoie, in the system taught by Dillon, so that a user could 
download large web pages in addition to FTP files, and can thus gain access to the 
millions of pages of information available on the Web. 

In considering claims 7and 9, Dillon further discloses that the terminal device is a 
personal computer ("personal computer;" "hybrid terminal 110") having a modem 
("modem 190"), an expansion card based satellite receiver ("satellite receiver 180") and 
an operating system (inherent) including the standard TCP/IP stack (col. 3, line 45 - col. 
4, line 23), and an application program for assigning the IP address as a return address 
of the terminal device (col. 4, lines 20-24, 35-45, wherein the terminal is assigned a 
satellite IP address for receiving responses), wherein the terminal device is configured 
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to issue requests for files with a return address of the network operations center (col. 4, 
lines 41-45; col. 5, lines 23-26, wherein the terminal is also assigned another IP 
address, which is used to access hybrid gateway 150). 

However, as previously stated, Dillon does not explicitly state that the system is 
used for downloading Web pages. Nonetheless, as discussed with regard to claim 3, 
LaJoie discloses downloading web pages in the satellite distribution system (Abstract). 
It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to include web 
page data for download, as taught by LaJoie, in the system taught by Dillon, so that a 
user could download large web pages in addition to FTP files, and can thus gain access 
to the millions of pages of information available on the Web. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradley Edelman whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
3041 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:30 AM to 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on (703) 305-4792. The fax phone numbers 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are as follows: 

For all correspondences: (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



BE 

November 10, 2003 



